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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Status 

Responsive to communication(s) filed on 07 April 2004 . 
2a)Q This action is FINAL. 2b)E<] This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) E3 Claim(s) 1-27 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) Q Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 1-27 is/are rejected. 
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Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) S The drawing(s) filed on 07 April 2004 is/are: a)03 accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-27 are currently presented and have been examined. 
Information Disclosure Statement 

The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 11 
April 2005 was filed before a first action on the merits. The 
submission is in compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1.97. 
Accordingly, the information disclosure statement is being 
considered by the examiner. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 10 is objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of 
improper dependent form for failing to further limit the subject 
matter of a previous claim. Applicant is required to cancel the 
claim(s) , or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper 
dependent form, or rewrite the claim (s) in independent form. 

Claim 10 recites the same limitations as recited in claim 
1, therefore, claim 10 fails to further limit claim 1. 

35 USC 112, 6 th paragraph Interpretation 

The Examiner notes that claim 14 recites limitations that 
are presumed to invoke 3 5 USC 112, 6 th paragraph. If the 
Applicant wishes such interpretation to be given to the claims, 
the Applicant must show for the record why the claim language 
properly invokes 35 USC 112, 6 th paragraph and identify the 
function and corresponding structure. The Applicant must also 
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amend the claims, if necessary, to meet the requirements of the 
3 -prong analysis as prescribed in MPEP 2181. The Examiner also 
suggests that the Applicant amend the specification, if 
necessary, to explicitly state what structure corresponds to the 
recited function with reference to the claimed terms and 
phrases, provided no new matter is introduced. See 3 7 CFR 
1.75 (d) and MPEP 2181. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 3 5 
U.S.C. 112: 

The . specif ication shall conclude with one or more claims particularly- 
pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant 
regards as his invention. 

Claims 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point 
out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claims 9 and 10 recite a "status of each of the plurality 
of recipients" . It is unclear whether the claims are referring 
to the status as previously recited in claim 1 or the status 
recited in claim 9. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or 
a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one 
year prior to the date of application for patent' in the United States. 

Claims 1-7 and 9-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by US Patent 6,466,969 Bl to Bunney et al . 

Regarding claims 1, 2, 9-14, Bunney disclosed a method and 
system comprising: 

selecting an event; searching for an event profile 
corresponding to the event wherein the event profile includes a 
plurality of participants of the event; determining a plurality 
of recipients ("group") of a message ( "notif ication" ) based on 
the plurality of participants of the event ("interested in 
participating"); and transmitting and displaying the message to 
the plurality of recipients based on a detected status of each 
of the plurality of recipients and for a predetermined amount of 
time ("time to live") and storing ("queuing") the message in 
association with the event (within a database; see at least 
column 5, lines 8-12). (see at least column 5, lines 8-12; 
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column 8, lines 44-49; column 9, line 13-column 10, line 17) 
(see also column 10, lines 24-52) 

Regarding claim 3-5, Bunney disclosed the method according 
to claim 1 wherein the event profile includes an event location, 
time, and duration, (see at least column 8, lines 44-49) 

Regarding claim 6-7, Bunney disclosed the method according 
to claim 1 wherein the message is displayed prior to and during 
the event, (see at least column 9, lines 37-47; column 10, lines 
1-3) 

Regarding, claim 15 , Bunney disclosed a method comprising: 

selecting an event; receiving a message associated with the 
event; identifying a plurality of recipients of a message based 
on a plurality of participants associated with the event; and 
transmitting the message to the plurality of recipients and 
immediately displaying the message to the plurality of 
recipients (in "real time"), (see at least column 5, lines 8-12; 
column 8, lines 44-49; column 9, line 13-column 10, line 17) 
(see also column 10, lines 24-52) 

Claim 27 is also rejected since this claim recites 
substantially the same limitations as recited in claim 15. 

Claims 16 and 17 are also rejected since these claims 
recite limitations recited in claim 1 and are subject to the 
same citations within Bunney. 
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Regarding claims 19-21, Bunney disclosed the method 
according to claim 15 further comprising refining the plurality 
of recipients by adding additional recipients and subtracting 
deleted recipients, (column 9, lines 28-30 and 53-55; column 10, 
lines 1-3 and 9-11) 

Regarding claim 22, Bunney disclosed a system, comprising: 

an interface module to detect a message corresponding to an 
event; a storage module to store an event profile describing the 
event including a plurality of participants of the event; and a 
participant selection module for identifying a plurality of 
recipients of the message based on the plurality of 
participants, (see at least column 5, lines 8-12; column 8, 
lines 44-49; column 9, line 13-column 10, line 17) (see also 
column 10, lines 24-52) 

Regarding claim 23, Bunney disclosed the system according 
to claim 22 further comprising a message control module to 
coordinate sending the message to the plurality of recipients, 
(see at least column 9, line 14-16) 

Regarding claim 24, Bunney disclosed the system according 
to claim 22 wherein the message includes one of a textual data, 
graphical data, video footage, audio data, and image data, (see 
at least column 2, lines 4-15) 
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Regarding claim 25, Bunney disclosed the system according 
to claim 22 wherein the storage module also stores the message 
associated with the event, (see at least column 5, lines 8-12) 

Claim 26 is rejected since this claim recites substantially 
the same limitations as recited in claim 19. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere 
Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for 
establishing a background for determining obviousness under 3 5 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1. Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and' 
the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent 
art . 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the 
application indicating obviousness or nonobviousness . 

This application currently names joint inventors. In 

considering patentability of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), 
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the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered 
therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. 
Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to 
point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that 
was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in 
order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 
U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior- 
art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over 6,466,969 Bl to Bunney et al . 

Regarding claim 8, Bunney disclosed the method according to 
claim 1. 

Bunney did not expressly disclose wherein the message is 
displayed after the event, however, Bunney did expressly 
disclose wherein the message is displayed before and during the 
event (see at least column 9, lines 37-47 and column .10, lines 
1-3) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to display the message 
after the event since Bunney suggests that messages may be sent 
at any time regarding an event (see at least column 9, line 53- 
55; column 10, lines 1-3) and that events are scheduled to occur 
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at a specific time (see at least column 8, lines 44-49) . It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
that, based on these suggestions and disclosures within Bunney, 
a message may be displayed after an event has occurred. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to achieve the 
limitations of the claim. 

Conclusion 

It is noted that the column, line, and/or page number 
citations used in the prior art references as applied by the 
Examiner to the claimed invention are for the convenience of the 
Applicant to represent the relevant teachings of the prior art. 
The prior art references may contain further teachings and/or 
suggestions that may further distinguish the citations applied 
to the claims, therefore, the Applicant should consider the 
entirety of these prior art references during the process of 
responding to this Office Action. It is further noted that any 
alternative and nonpreferred embodiments as taught and/or 
suggested within the prior art references also constitute' prior 
art and the prior art references may be relied upon for all the 
teachings would have reasonably suggested to one of ordinary 
skill in the art. See MPEP 2123. 

The prior art listed in the PT0-892 form included with this 
Office Action disclose methods, systems, and apparatus similar 
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to those claimed and recited in the specification. The Examiner 
has cited these references to evidence the level and/or 
knowledge of one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made, to provide support for universal facts and 
the technical reasoning for the rejections made in this Office 
Action including the Examiner's broadest reasonable 
interpretation of the claims as required by MPEP 2111 and to 
evidence the plain meaning of any terms not defined in the 
specification that are interpreted by the Examiner in accordance 
with MPEP 2111.01- The Applicant should consider these cited 
references when preparing a response to this Office Action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to George C. 
Neurauter, Jr. whose telephone number is 571-272-3918. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday- Friday 9am- 5 :3 0pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, David Wiley, can be 
reached on 571-272-3923. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300 . 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 

(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or 
access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 

(IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




